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MR. REAP: Well, I have nothing to announce 
jand there is nothing in the works. ΝΣ 

ἑ ᾿ Have you questions? | 

Q. Joe, have we ever made an investigation 
of this report about | this outfit Alpha~66, 88 to whether 
Lt really was involved in shooting up these ships? 

ΠΑ Apparently, John, that is one of nundreds 
of these Cuban exile groups. But we have no more Anforma- 
tion about that group, beyond what appears in the press. 

Q you say there are hundreds of Cuban exile οι 
groups? | | | 

ΝΞ A ὕ88δ.ε _ ΝΣ 

Q Do you have any idea how many hundreds 

there are? 7 ΝΕ ἑ 7 

AS No, 1 don't. — [Laughter] 

| ‘But my understanding is that there are some-- 
Ι am not sure of my figures, something like Ὅν hundred — 

thousand Cuban refugees in and around the Caribbean, 

including Miami, of course. | | | 

Q Joe; has anyone launched an investigation 


to find out whether they conceivably could have used an 


American base for this operation, if it occurred? > 


A ΑΒ your question pre-supposes, we do not 
know where this alleged attack came from. But we are 
looking into Lt, yes. 


Q® Do we Rave ny Téa 


Onl to pelieve that 


there was such an attack? 
| A _ There have been two claims on both sides 
that there was, and we have no reason to doubt that there 
twas an attack. But we Just do not have any information. 
-Q For purposes: of foreign policy, is Puerto. 
Rico considered US. territory? 1 am just ποῖ clear on > 


that. 


A Foreign policy, as I understand it, does 
not enter into Puerto Rico at all. That 18 United States — 
territory, — _ | 

Q Then if there is an outfit such as Alpha-66 
which has its headquarters on Puerto Rico and operates” 
a military operation in the Caribbean area, would the US 
| have any responsibility for it? | 

A John, I would prefer not to answer any 
question quite as speculative as that. “The interpretation 
of our laws, of course, is 8 matter for the Justice De- | 
partment. I think we “would Plist Like Lo have cound 


factual information about it. 


| here is related to the earlier incident. 


Q The reason for asking these questi ons 
now, Joe, as far as I am / concerned, is that I have a 
‘feeling this ‘thing is going to build up over the next 
ΤῸΝ days, and I sure would like to have some answers, and 
1 should think you might be interested in providing some — 
‘answers as quickly as possible, 
| Lt wasn't. untid yesterday , 1 believe, that 
this name Was ever heard of, or this organization was, 
88 they say in some quarters, "surfaced," that such δὴ 
organization exists. And I think you will find that 
interest in it will build up quite a lot, especially if 


it lis successful in running some operations against the 


ships of some “other country. | 
There are also legal questions, such as whe ther- 
as to the rules which govern such a thing. | 
| | AS Well, as 1 have said, we have no more in- 
formation about this organization, pave what has appeared 
in the press. 7 
Now, on August 25, we made a statement about 
an earlier incident from one of these groups, which | | 
was--I will give it to you, John. You might uave been 
on leave, This might be helpful because what we say 


here still stands, except it is related, the language 


A spur-of-the-moment raid such as this. does 


4 
ο Γ ηρῦ weaken the Communist apparatus. While we appreciate 
{the strong feelings of this free student--that applies 
to the earlier one--and their hostility to this most op- 


pressive regime, we cannot epprove of tne use of US ter- 


ritory as a base for such action. τ 

1 may omit just 8 little bit of it, which» | 
is not rertinent--we must inforu the participants that 
any repetition of such action by any group would involve 


the provisions of the Neutrality Act. 


Q I don't mow if it means anything, but | 
the way this was read to us was "could involve" neutrality. 
A ‘There might be a typo. My paper here says 
“would,” 
᾿ : ΠΟ ἑ Does this statement hold also for Alpha-66,_ 
if there--— | ΝΙΝ | | 
A ‘This is a statement of policy, yes. 
| Q Joe, you say we are looking into it. By 
you don't mean the State Department? a 
| (A No, I mean the US. Government. We ourselves 
1 don't think are very well qualified to investigate. 
Q This would include the Justice pepartment 
tien? | 7 | | | | " | 
| A Yes, it would !Lnclude the Justice Depart- 


ment. 


| ἃ ὃ you know whether ‘the people on the | 
geene in Niemi, who have been ‘talking about thie, are οι 
being questioned, to find ouG what the facta are?. 
A x don't know, x think you might ani the | 
justice Department people about that. Le 
" ΩΣ They have said chat. tie bout has. returned 7 “4 
bo a base in the ‘@Garibbean. area. po: we know enythdng “ΗΕ 
ΩΣ ἑ - “ἢ 
ΙΝ λ΄ gonn, we don't. When I said “no informa ᾿ ᾿ 
tion," I meant Just that, no information, | ΕΝ " 
' | 4 Thexe Was alse sone speoulation | baat, the ᾿ x 
boat. that was Anvolved wae a surplus Pr boat. Do we ᾿ 
Know whether surplus er boata | are readily for ade, or 
ean people find thear a ΠΣ 
Af ἐὰ donte knows nae ΝΗ 
a Joe, have we received any word from the os * 
British in connection with this ease? ἘΞ ΗΝ 
A. Nob that I know οὔ. Ὁ 


a Have we aaked then for what ‘hey Know 


| about Let ; " 
he x don't now, whether we seve oP oes 
ΕῪ Joe, on on another matter, apparently). the | 
portugues δοπαὺλ ain Boston has asked. for ‘Us eaydum, _ 
: ταῦ τθαν yes. _ “ 


